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WORKING  COMMITTEE  MINUTES 


The  first  meeting  of  the  Working  Committee  was  held  at  4.30  p.m.,  on 
Monday,  August  4,  1969,  in  the  Library,  Eliot  College,  Canterbury,  England. 


ATTENDANCE 

The  following  persons  were  present: 

Officers:  Professor  J.  R.  NELSON,  Chairman 

Metropolitan  CHRYS0ST0M0S  of  Myra, 

Vice-Chairman  of  the  Commission 
The  Rev.  Professor  J.  MEYENDORFF, 

Vice-Chairman  of  the  Commission 
Bishop  C.  H.  W.  de  SOYSA , 

Vice-Chairman  of  the  Commission 


Members:  Professor  S.  AGOURIDES 

The  Rev.  Principal  L.  G.  CHAMPION 

Professor  N.  CHITESCU 

The  Rev.  R.  E.  DAVIES 

Professor  J.  DESCHNER 

The  Rev.  Dr.  H.  FLOTTORP 

Professor  W.  F.  GROFF 

Miss  C.  HOWARD 

Dorn  E.  LANNE 

Professor  W.  H.  LAZARETH 

Professor  J.  MEDINA 

Professor  J.  MIGUEZ-BONINO 

The  Rt.  Rev.  L.  NEWBIGIN 

The  Rev.  Professor  V.  C.  SAMUEL 

The  Rev.  Professor  H.  A.  E.  SAWYERR 

Professor  J.  E.  SKOGLUND 

Professor  J . SMOLIK 

The  Rev.  Dr.  W.  STEWART 

The  Rev.  Dr.  Th.  M.  TAYLOR 

Professor  H.-H.  WOLF 


Substitutes : Professor  L.  VORONOV  (for  the  Rt.  Rev.  M.  MOUDJUGIN) 
Dr.  M.  SCHILD  (for  Professor  J.  D.  McCAUGHEY) 


Staff:  Archpriest  V.  BOROVOY 

The  Rev.  R.  GROSCURTH 
Dr.  G.  F.  MOEDE 
The  Rev.  K.  RAISER 
Dr.  L.  VISCHER 
Dr.  J.  D.  ZIZIOULAS 
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Guests:  The  Rev.  R.  M.  C.  JEFFERY 

Canon  D.  JENKINS  (for  unity  discussions) 

Dr.  H.  MEYER 

The  Rev.  W.  A.  NORGREN 

Professor  V.  SARYTCHEV 


Interpreters:  The  Rev.  H.  BIRCHMEIER 
Mr.  M.  HOURST 


Minute  Secretary:  Mrs.  R.  SBEGHEN 


APOLOGIES 

Apologies  for  absence  were  received  from  Bishop  K.  SARKISSIAN  and  the 
Rev.  S.  NOMEN YO. 

OPENING  OF  THE  MEETING 

The  meeting  was  opened  with  prayer  by  the  chairman  of  the  Faith  and 
Order  Working  Committee,  Professor  NELSON. 


MINUTES 

The  minutes  of  the  previous  meeting  held  at  Sigtuna,  Sweden,  were 
approved  and  signed  by  the  chairman. 


STUDIES 

Unity  of  the  Church  - Unity  of  Mankind 

Dr.  VISCHER  introduced  this  subject  by  recalling  the  genesis  of  the 
study.  The  meeting  of  the  Working  Committee  at  Sigtuna  (1968)  had  noted  the 
suggestion  of  the  Uppsala  Assembly  that  future  Faith  and  Order  studies  on 
unity  should  include  "the  meaning  and  practical  implication  of  the  phrases 
'in  all  places'  and  'in  all  ages'",  and  "the  radical  questions  posed  by  the 
new  situation  in  which  we  are",  which  demands  that  "the  study  of  the  unity 
of  the  Church  must  be  placed  in  the  context  of  the  unity  of  mankind". 
(Sigtuna  Minutes,  1968,  Faith  and  Order  Paper  No.  53,  p.  20.)  The  same 
meeting  recommended  that  a full  discussion  of  the  future  forms  and  objec- 
tives of  this  study  be  arranged  at  its  1969  meeting.  It  suggested  that  this 
discussion  be  held  within  the  three-fold  context  of  l)  the  recent  history 
of  that  discussion,  2)  the  growing  shape  of  the  Humanum  studies,  and  3)  the 
questions  raised  and  implied  about  the  unity  of  the  Church  and  its  relation 
to  the  unity  of  the  world,  in  all  Section  Reports  of  the  Uppsala  Assembly. 
(Sigtuna  Minutes,  p.  21.) 
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In  this  context  the  staff  had  written  a working  paper  for  study.  There 
was  first  a brief  discussion  about  the  role  of  this  study  in  the  programme 
of  Faith  and  Order  studies  and  in  the  programme  of  World  Council  studies  in 
general.  In  particular,  what  place  would  this  study  have  in  the  group  of 
Humanum  studies?  Canon  JENKINS,  who  had  been  appointed  as  co-ordinator  of 
these  studies,  welcomed  the  paper;  he  felt  that  the  major  concern  of  Faith 
and  Order  continued  to  be  the  unity  of  the  Church.  Questions  of  anthropology 
were  to  be  studied  insofar  as  they  related  to  this  concern.  Professor  SAMUEL 
said  that  the  traditional  central  concerns  of  Faith  and  Order  should  contin- 
ue to  receive  priority,  perhaps  utilising  insights  gained  by  scholars  of 
other  disciplines.  Professor  LAZARETH  felt  that  Faith  and  Order  study  should 
not  be  subsumed  under  the  Humanum  rubric  and  its  scope  thus  arbitrarily  lim- 
ited. However,  the  concern  of  Faith  and  Order  must  be  focused  somewhere , and 

this  focus  appears  to  be  the  Church  and  its  unity.  The  discussion,  as 

Professor  LAZARETH  saw  it,  emerging  since  Bristol  and  Uppsala,  continues  to 

revolve  around  the  question:  Is  the  world  the  context  or  the  content  of  our 

work? 


Professor  DESCHNER  welcomed  the  broadened  scope  of  Faith  and  Order 
studies.  The  Church  and  its  unity  cannot  be  discussed  within  a narrow  frame- 
work. Questions  of  unity  as  they  arise  today  have  to  be  taken  into  account. 

He  cited  two  questions  as  examples  which  such  a wider  approach  will  include: 
l)  What  are  the  implications  of  racial  issues  for  ecclesiology , as  they  were 
raised  at  the  international  Consultation  on  Racism  (see  below)?  2)  What  is 
the  relationship  between  emerging  insistence  on  justice,  change  and  revolu- 
tion with  the  concept  of  reconciliation  which  prevails  in  the  Church? 

Discussion  then  turned  to  the  purpose  and  use  of  the  paper.  Professor 
DESCHNER  suggested  that  it  be  used  as  a quarry,  from  which  usable  materials 
could  emerge.  He  inquired  as  to  whether  this  document  could  be  discussed  in 
inter-disciplinary  groups,  which,  as  at  Zagorsk  (Spring  1968),  might  be 
assembled  together  with  Church  and  Society.  Professor  SMOLIK  supported  this 
idea,  and  added  that  other  religions  might  need  to  be  included.  Canon  JENKINS 
mentioned  that,  as  co-ordinator  of  the  Humanum  studies,  he  envisaged  selec- 
ting particular  aspects  of  several  different  studies  for  inter-disciplinary 
study.  Father  BOROVOY  felt  that  the  paper  should  be  sent  for  study  to 
churches  as  well  as  to  faculties  and  study  groups. 

To  facilitate  discussion  on  the  paper,  the  Working  Committee  was 
divided  into  three  groups.  The  reports  of  these  groups  were  given  to  a 
drafting  committee,  consisting  of  Professor  DESCHNER,  Professor  MEYENDORFF 
and  Bishop  NEWBIGIN.  After  several  small  amendments  had  been  adopted,  the 
Working  Committee  approved  the  statement  that  this  committee  had  drawn  up, 
and  decided  that  it  should  be  sent  out  with  the  staff  document. 

Finally,  Dr.  VISCHER  summarised  the  instructions  of  the  Working 
Committee:  The  paper,  including  the  commentary  adopted  by  the  Working 
Committee,  will  be  sent  out  in  printed  form,  to  any  groups  and  individuals 
prepared  to  work  on  it.  Together  with  the  Working  Committee  statement,  it 
will  also  be  published  in  STUDY  ENCOUNTER  (v/4) , VERBUM  CARO,  and 
OEKUMENISCHE  RUNDSCHAU  (l9/l),  in  English,  French  and  German  respectively. 
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Authority  of  Scripture 

At  the  1967  meeting  of  the  Working  Committee  at  Bristol,  it  was  decid- 
ed to  continue  the  study  on  hermeneutics;  the  staff  was  requested  to  ini- 
tiate plans  and  implement  this  decision.  (Minutes  of  the  Working  Committee, 
1967,  Faith  and  Order  Paper  No.  51,  pp.  13,  14.)  It  was  thought  to  be  im- 
portant that  continuity  with  the  previous  study  on  hermeneutics  be  main- 
tained. The  plan  was  to  proceed  in  the  same  way  as  for  the  previous  study. 
The  discussion  would  not  start  from  a general  debate  on  the  authority  of 
the  Bible,  but  from  the  consideration  of  certain  texts.  The  question  was  to 
be  asked  "What  does  this  text  say  today?"  (Minutes  1968,  p.  21 ). 

First  concrete  steps  regarding  this  study  in  its  present  phase  were 
taken  in  October  1968  when  a consultation  was  held  with  a group  of  25 
theologians  from  different  countries.  Roman  Catholic  scholars  were  also 
involved.  Discussion  at  the  consultation  revealed  that  old  differences 
between  the  churches  connected  with  the  authority  of  Scriptures  are  not 
understood  as  they  formerly  were.  The  areas  of  disagreement  are  changing. 

In  particular,  there  are  deep  differences  in  understanding  the  relationship 
between  the  Bible  and  the  Church.  The  main  problems  arise  for  all  churches 
from  the  confrontation  of  the  biblical  message  with  today's  world.  How  is 
the  text  to  be  interpreted? 

The  consultation  agreed  with  the  recommendation  from  Bristol  (cf. 
above)  that  these  questions  could  best  be  clarified  by  actually  dealing  with 
biblical  texts.  It  decided  that  several  regional  groups  should  take  up  diff- 
erent biblical  themes  or  ethical  problems  discussed  in  the  churches  and 
provide  an  exegetical-theological  reflection  upon  them.  They  should,  in  this 
context , then  try  to  answer  the  question  of  what  these  texts  imply  for  the 
authority  of  the  Bible. 

Among  the  themes  proposed  were  the  following:  the  miracle  stories  in 
the  New  Testament,  the  resurrection  of  Jesus  Christ,  Christian  participation 
in  revolution,  and  the  expectation  of  eternal  life.  As  a result  of  this 
consultation  held  at  Boldern,  a working  paper  was  drafted  which  has  been 
made  available,  not  only  to  study  groups,  but  also  to  the  wider  public.  It 
was  published  in  the  ECUMENICAL  REVIEW  (XXl/2)  1969,  pp.  135-166.  The  study 
groups  have  been  asked  to  report  their  findings  before  October  1,  1970,  and 
another  consultation  will  then  be  called  to  draft  a summary  report  to  be 
submitted  to  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  in  1971* 

Dr.  VISCHER  reported  on  the  efforts  being  made  on  this  study  by  region- 
al groups  under  the  leadership  of  Professor  James  M.  ROBINSON  in  the  United 
States,  Professor  H.  BERKHOF  (Dutch-German  group),  Professor  E.  LARSSON 
(Scandinavian  group),  Professor  G.  PEREZ— RODRIGUEZ  (Spanish  group)  and 
Professor  M.  WILES  (English  group),  and  expressed  the  hope  that  more  groups 
in  Italy,  France  and  Czechoslovakia  would  emerge.  Miss  HOWARD  inquired 
concerning  Third  World  and  conservative  evangelical  participation.  It  was 
suggested  that  additional  participation  might  be  found  in  Greece,  Argentina, 
Kenya  and  Chile.  Professor  AGOURIDES  thought  that  a study  of  this  kind  could 
be  especially  useful  to  the  Orthodox.  It  was  felt  that  a more  objective  mode 
of  framing  particular  questions  would  be  helpful  to  the  Orthodox  who  might 
participate.  After  some  further  discussion  the  work  so  far  accomplished  was 
approved . 
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Ordination 


Dr.  MOEDE  reviewed  the  background  of  this  study.  In  accordance  with 
the  request  of  the  Working  Committee  which  met  at  Sigtuna,  Orthodox,  Roman 
Catholic  and  Protestant  responses  to  the  working  paper  had  been  sought  and 
produced.  The  study  was  published  in  STUDY  ENCOUNTER  (lV/4)  and  OEKUMENI- 
SCHE  DISKUSSION  (lV/4).  It  was  noted  that  approximately  forty  groups  were 
now  studying  the  paper  in  twenty  countries,  but  that  more  Orthodox  parti- 
cipation would  be  valuable.  Professor  VORONOV  mentioned  that  Russian 
Orthodox  scholars  had  now  begun  work  on  the  paper.  It  was  also  pointed  out 
that  more  mixed  groups  were  needed,  since  the  preponderance  of  groups  still 
represented  confessional  blocs. 

Finally,  future  plans  for  the  paper  were  discussed;  another  consulta- 
tion will  be  assembled  in  Autumn  1970 • Representatives  of  the  Laity  Depart- 
ment, the  Lutheran  World  Federation,  the  World  Alliance  of  Reformed  Churches 
and  the  Department  of  Co-operation  of  Men  and  Women  are  working  with  us  on 
these  plans  from  the  very  outset.  The  consultation  next  year  will  begin  the 
preparation  of  a document  for  Commission  consideration. 


Spirit,  Order  and  Organisation;  Authority  and  Freedom 

Dr.  VISCHER  briefly  introduced  the  history  and  present  status  of  each 
of  these  studies.  Unfortunately  the  successful  development  of  Spirit,  Order 
and  Organisation  depended  upon  the  availability  of  additional  funds,  which 
to  the  present,  have  not  been  found.  A joining  together  of  this  study  with 
that  on  Missionary  Participation  in  Human  Institutions  (Uppsala  Report, 
pp.  200-202)  appears  unrealistic.  The  few  case  studies  which  were  made  could 
be  written  up,  but  so  far  we  have  lacked  the  staff  and  resources  to  do  even 
this. 


No  special  effort  had  been  made  to  carry  Authority  and  Freedom  forward. 
It  was  noted  that  Bristol  requested  that  no  special  consultation  be  assem- 
bled to  study  this  problem;  however,  it  appears  that  we  can  make  an  attempt 
to  work  in  consideration  of  this  subject  in  preparation  for  the  Limuru 
Consultation  on  Church  Union  Negotiations. 


Study  on  the  Council  of  Chalcedon 

Dr.  ZIZIOULAS  introduced  this  study,  bringing  the  Committee  up  to  date 
on  plans  and  progress  which  had  been  made  since  1968.  This  study  is  a 
continuation  of  that  which  had  to  do  with  the  Councils  of  the  Early  Church 
and  another  which  dealt  with  St.  Basil's  De  Spiritu  Sancto  (Bristol, 

New  Directions,  p.  58,  Minutes,  p.  14;  Sigtuna  Minutes,  p.  23).  A consulta- 
tion is  planned  for  September  1969  with  the  participation  of  approximately 
twenty-five  scholars  from  the  Oriental  Orthodox,  Eastern  Orthodox,  Prot- 
estant and  Roman  Catholic  traditions.  Study  and  discussion  will  range  around 
three  main  subjects: 
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(a)  historical  problems  concerning  the  proceedings  of  the  Council 

(b)  its  reception  or  non-reception  by  the  various  traditions 

(c)  the  bearing  of  the  Council  on  modern  problems,  especially 
those  concerning  anthropology  and  secularism. 

It  is  hoped  that,  by  historically  studying  and  evaluating  the  Council, 
modern  historical,  and  theological  problems  will  be  seen  in  a clearer 
light. 


Baptism,  Confirmation  and  Eucharist 

Dr.  TAYLOR  outlined  the  history  of  this  study.  The  Commission  had 
proposed  at  Bristol  that  an  earlier  study  on  the  Eucharist  be  continued 
and  enlarged  to  include  concerns  of  Baptism  and  Confirmation  as  well.  The 
Faith  and  Order  Commission  on  Worship  met  at  Geneva,  in  May  1968,  and 
produced  a list  of  questions  which  it  thought  needed  study.  It  was  sugges- 
ted at  Sigtuna  that  this  outline  be  distributed  among  working  groups  for 
study  and  comment  (Minutes,  p.  25). 

Another  meeting  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  on  Worship  is 
anticipated  for  September  7-12,  1970.  Father  BOROVOY  mentioned  that  the 
questions  on  Baptism,  Confirmation  and  Eucharist  have  been  sent  to  a large 
number  of  liturgical  commissions,  and  that  this  outline  had  been  published 
in  STUDY  ENCOUNTER  (lV/4)  1968,  RENCONTRE  OECUMENIQUE  (lV/4)  and  OEKUMENI- 
SCHE  DISKUSSION  (lV/4).  In  the  light  of  the  September  1970  discussion  a 
fuller  report  will  be  prepared  for  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  meeting 

in  1971. 


Worship  in  a Secular  Age 

Father  BOROVOY  introduced  the  plans  for  a consultation  on  this  subject 
a request  for  such  a study  arose  from  Section  V at  Uppsala  (Sigtuna  Min- 
utes, p.  26).  The  consultation  will  meet  in  Geneva  in  September  1969;  its 
discussions  will  centre  around  three  themes: 

(a)  secularisation  and  worship 

(b)  outdated  and  modern  ways  of  worship 

(c)  private  and  public  worship. 

A special  attempt  has  been  made  to  try  to  bring  women  and  young 
persons  to  this  consultation,  but  thus  far,  the  Secretariat  has  not  been 
successful  in  finding  adequate  Third  World  representation.  However , efforts 
in  that  direction  will  continue. 


Intercommunion 


Dr.  VISCHER  opened  consideration  of  this  subject  by  briefly  describing 
the  history  of  it  in  Faith  and  Order  work.  Uppsala  had  requested  a fresh 
consideration  of  it  (Uppsala  Report,  p.  225;  Sigtuna  Minutes,  p.  26),  and 
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thus  a small  consultation  assembled  in  March  1969  to  tackle  the  problem 
once  more.  From  this  consultation  a document  emerged  which  the  Working 
Committee  discussed.  One  result  of  the  consultation  was  an  attempt  at  re- 
definition of  the  terms  used  in  the  discussion,  terms  which  had  been  in  use 
more  or  less  since  Lund. 

It  is  clear  that  the  issue  is  a live  and  vital  one;  thus  it  was  being 
brought  to  the  Working  Committee  for  discussion,  approval,  distribution  and 
study.  It  was  suggested  that  responses  which  came  in  as  a result  of  this 
study  could  serve  as  the  basis  for  the  Commission's  dealing  with  the 
subject  in  1971. 

Miss  HOWARD  inquired  as  to  whether  the  document  was  too  heavily 
oriented  to  the  Roman  Catholic,  Orthodox  and  Church  of  England  thought 
patterns,  wondering  if  it  took  into  enough  account  those  of  free  churches. 
Dr.  STEWART  said  he  had  felt  this  difficulty  more  in  the  document  'The 
Eucharist  in  Ecumenical  Thought'  (Sigtuna  Minutes,  p.  25)  but  that  this 
document  would  be  a good  tool  for  further  study. 

Metropolitan  CHRYSOSTOMOS  said  he  appreciated  the  proposed  changes  in 
terminology.  Professor  MEYENDORFF  expressed  appreciation  for  the  title, 
which  he  felt  would  bring  us  beyond  an  impasse.  But  he  expressed  the  feel- 
ing that  the  Orthodox  position  needed  to  be  spelled  out  in  a way  which  did 
not  imply  an  antiecumenical  aloofness. 

Professor  SKOGLUND,  in  referring  to  Miss  Howard's  question,  felt  that 
the  churches  oriented  congregational ly  needed  more  representation,  but  that 
the  document  itself  was  generally  acceptable.  One  additional  point  he  would 
propose  for  study  however:  Some  churches  admit  only  members  of  the  local 
congregation  to  the  table.  Could  this  phenomenon  be  included  somewhere  for 
study?  Dr.  SAMUEL  preferred  the  sub-title  of  the  present  document,  i.e. 

"On  the  Way  to  Communion  in  the  Eucharist".  He  also  proposed  that  in  the 
list  of  terms  reciprocal  admission  appear  before  general  admission. 

Professor  MEDINA  wanted  to  make  clear  that  for  the  Roman  Catholics  as 
well  as  the  Orthodox,  intercommunion  has  to  do  with  ecclesiology . It  is  not 
primarily  a matter  of  discipline  or  law,  but  stems  from  the  deeper  meaning 
of  the  nature  of  the  Church.  Normally  the  Eucharist  is  a sign  of  full 
communion  within  the  Church.  The  Roman  Catholic  Church  admits  that  there 
are  exceptional  cases,  but  these  cases  must  not  lead  to  general  rules. 

Principal  DAVIES  welcomed  the  direction  of  the  document  especially  its 
tendency  to  take  the  discussion  beyond  the  status  of  the  ministers  involved. 
He  proposed  several  clarifications:  a)  he  felt  that  there  needs  to  be  a 
sharper  distinction  between  those  who  admit  only  baptised  and  communicant 
members  of  other  churches,  and  those  who  practise  open  communion;  b)  under 
the  consideration  of  reciprocal  admission  he  wished  that  a distinction  be 
made  between  two  views:  l)  reciprocal  admission  — on  the  condition  that  the 
churches  are  committed  to  proceed  to  organic  union,  and  2)  the  kind  of 
admission  that  is  represented,  for  example,  by  the  relationship  between  the 
Church  of  Scotland  and  the  Church  of  Sweden,  where  there  is  only  fellowship 
with  no  thought  or  intention  of  union. 
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Principal  CHAMPION  proposed  that  the  document  be  submitted  for  comment 
to  the  World  Confessional  Families,  and  specifically  to  the  Baptist  Alliance 
Metropolitan  CHRYSOSTOMOS  wanted  to  make  clear  that  in  his  mind,  special 
pastoral  cases  of  admission  are  the  exception  and  do  not  constitute  limited 
admission. 

Finally,  a sub-committee  was  appointed  to  incorporate  the  comments  of 
the  Working  Committee  members  into  the  text  of  the  document.  After  further 
discussion  and  the  acceptance  of  several  amendments,  the  text  was  approved. 
The  revised  document  will  be  published  as  a Faith  and  Order  study  document 
in  STUDY  ENCOUNTER  (V/3) , VERBUM  CARO  (9l)  and  OEKUMENISCHE  RUNDSCHAU  (l8/4) 
Before  the  Commission  meeting,  comments  on  it  will  be  drawn  together. 
Professor  WOLF  stressed  the  need  for  an  interpretation,  or  translation,  of 
the  terminology  of  the  document  if  it  is  to  be  seriously  read  and  dis- 
cussed by  non-professional  theologians. 


STUDIES  WITH  ROMAN  CATHOLICS 
Catholicity  and  Apostolicity 

The  first  report  of  the  Joint  Working  Group  between  the  World  Council 
of  Churches  and  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  to  the  Central  Committee  (1966) 
suggested  several  areas  of  co-operation,  one  of  which  was  Faith  and  Order. 

A Joint  Theological  Commission  was  established  and  the  theme  Catholicity 
and  Apostolicity  was  assigned  to  it.  At  its  first  meeting  this  Commission 
decided  to  prepare  a study  document  for  wide  circulation  (Bristol  Minutes, 

p.  8). 

The  Joint  Theological  Commission  has  now  met  three  times  and  completed 
a provisional  report.  Dorn  LANNE  briefly  introduced  the  text  to  the  Working 
Committee  and  received  comments  made  by  the  Committee  members.  It  is 
planned  that  the  text  which  has  evolved  will  be  revised  by  a small  drafting 
committee  in  the  light  of  comments  made  upon  it.  Another  consultation  will 
meet  in  August  1970.  The  various  papers  presented  at  the  meetings  of  that 
Joint  Theological  Commission  have  been  published  in  French  in  ISTINA 
(1969/1)  and  will  be  published  in  German  in  KERYGMA  UND  DOGMA. 


Proselytism 


Dr.  VISCHER  introduced  the  history  of  this  discussion.  The  subject  has 
been  a concern  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches  since  its  inception.  Re- 
cently the  Joint  Working  Group  requested  a renewed  effort  to  deal  with  it. 
It  soon  became  clear  that  the  New  Delhi  statement  could  not  be  used,  but 
that  a new  statement  had  to  be  drafted.  Even  the  connotation  of  the  word 
'proselytisin'  was  different  in  various  churches;  thus  terms  themselves  had 
to  be  discussed. 

In  the  draft  which  has  emerged  on  this  subject  an  attempt  is  made  to 
define  terms.  The  draft  does  not  attempt  to  try  to  solve  the  problem 
negatively,  by  prohibition  as  it  were.  Rather,  it  proceeds  from  the  need  of 
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and  desire  for  a common  witness.  The  paper  has  been  sent  to  a large  number 
of  people  for  commentary.  In  October  1969  a concluding  meeting  at  Zagorsk 
will  revise  and  prepare  it  for  wider  distribution. 


RACISM 

Racism  was  a major  concern  at  the  Uppsala  Assembly,  and  out  of  that 
Assembly  came  a decision  to  "undertake  a crash  programme  to  guide  the 
Council  and  the  member  churches  in  the  urgent  matter  of  racism"  (Uppsala 
Report , p.  242).  As  a first  step  in  this  programme,  an  international 
Consultation  on  Racism  was  held  at  Notting  Hill,  London,  in  May  19^9 » to 
advise  the  World  Council  of  Churches  on  a strategy  of  education  and  action 
toward  the  eradication  of  racism.  Included  among  those  who  attended  this 
meeting  were  forty  Christian  leaders,  both  lay  and  ordained,  and  twenty- 
five  additional  consultants  who  were  invited  for  their  specialised  know- 
ledge and  experience. 

Professor  NELSON  introduced  the  discussion  of  this  subject  by  out- 
lining several  points  which  he  felt  the  race  consultation  had  made  clear. 
Among  these  were:  the  universality  and  diversity  of  the  racial  problem; 
the  culpability  of  Christians,  congregations  and  ecclesiastical  organisa- 
tions; the  powerlessness  of  reliance  on  verbal  resolutions  without  accom- 
panying action;  the  growing  urgency  of  the  dilemma;  and  the  need  for  further 
understanding  - theological,  ethical  and  anthropological  — in  dealing  with 
the  critical  issues. 

Professor  WOLF  asked  where  Faith  and  Order  could  best  gear  into  the 
problems  raised.  Father  BOROVOY  questioned  whether  considering  a theology 
of  violence  should  concern  us.  Professor  SMOLIK  thought  the  question  of 
power  and  identity  was  a new  question  and  deserved  consideration.  The  ques- 
tion is  being  asked  as  to  whether  or  not  the  acquisition  of  human  identity 
is  dependent  upon  the  gaining  of  power.  A theological  question  is  involved 
at  this  point. 

Miss  HOWARD  felt  Professor  Smolik  had  outlined  the  problem  well.  There 
is  a danger  in  defining  power  exclusively  in  relation  to  race,  isolated 
from  power  in  other  contexts  - power  and  its  use  is  a universal  phenomenon. 

Professor  DESCHNER  mentioned  three  questions  related  to  our  discussion 
which  he  felt  had  emerged  at  the  London  Consultation:  l)  the  question  of 
Baptism.  Does  the  Christian  receive  identity  at  this  point?  Is  this  identity 
an  adequate  consideration  of  race?  Many  black  people  are  saying  it  is  not. 

2)  Our  understanding  of  the  Eucharist.  Many  black  men  are  saying  that  they 
cannot  find  their  identity  in  the  churches.  What  is  the  meaning  of  the 
Church's  constant  compromise  with  the  racist?  3)  Perhaps  an  extension  of 
traditional  Faith  and  Order  concern  is  necessary.  We  need  to  find  a secular 
expression  of  the  truth  that  in  Christ  there  is  no  black  or  white. 

Professor  SAMUEL  also  asked  how  the  problem  of  identity  is  to  be 
tackled.  He  pointed  out  that  individual  identity  is  fully  discovered  only 
in  relationship , and  that  the  same  would  seem  to  apply  to  racial  identity, 
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thereby  questioning  separation.  He  also  suggested  the  difficulty  inherent 
in  the  supporter  of  non-violence  urging  others  to  accept  his  position;  non- 
violence must  be  voluntary. 

Professor  LAZARETH  considered  that  some  approach  to  racism  is  part  of 
the  raison  d ' etre  of  Faith  and  Order,  that  it  represents  a test  case  for 
the  new  directions  pointed  to  at  Bristol.  Since  this  question  concerns 
idolatry  and  disorder  it  is  a definite  concern  of  ours;  ecclesiological 
claims  of  Faith  and  Order  are  thereby  put  to  the  test.  He  questioned  the 
wisdom  or  adequacy  however,  of  merely  forming  another  study  group  to  deal 
with  this  subject,  saying  it  should  rather  provide  a part  of  the  worldly 
context  of  all  our  studies.  Canon  SAWYERR  supported  the  relevance  of  the 
three  points  of  Professor  Deschner,  emphasising  the  challenge  here  for  the 
battle  for  men's  minds.  Professor  GROFF  hoped  that  the  concern  would  become 
particularised,  and  not  be  lost  in  generalities.  Professor  SKOGLUND  contin- 
ued in  the  direction  pursued  by  Professor  Lazareth,  pointing  out  the  emer- 
gence of  a so-called  black  theology,  which  is  contextual,  and  the  relevance 
for  our  concerns  of  black  ethos  in  worship  and  preaching. 

Bishop  NEWBIGIN  suggested  that  the  fundamental  problem  relates  to  the 
holding  and  exercise  of  power.  He  reminded  the  Working  Committee  that  in 
many  cases  cultural  differences  had  already  been  overcome  in  Christian 
unity,  including  racial  differences,  that  we  cannot  settle  for  a 'cultural 
monochromatic  unity'  in  Christ.  The  difficulty  arises  when  one  cultural 
group  dominates  others.  Professor  DESCHNER  supported  Bishop  Newbigin's 
point.  Racism  is  not  colour.  Racism  exists  where  one  group  exercises  power 
defining  the  role  and  position  of  another  - it  is  not  a question  of  race 
but  of  racism.  The  problem  is  universal,  in  every  country. 

Professor  MEDINA  wanted  to  make  sure  that  we  distinguish  between  racism 
and  world  structures  of  power  of  which  racism  is  only  one  element.  There  is 
also  racial  oppression  within  racially  homogeneous  societies.  If  one  puts 
all  the  emphasis  upon  race,  the  fact  of  different  cultures  making  up  the 
unity  of  the  Church  might  be  underemphasised  or  overlooked. 

Professor  MEYENDORFF  wondered  whether  we  might  sponsor  a study  on  Jew 
and  Christian  in  the  Pauline  epistles  in  this  context. 

Dr.  VISCHER  felt  the  problem  of  racism  is  certainly  a question  which 
involves  Faith  and  Order.  "Should  we  initiate  a study  effort?"  he  asked. 

"Or  is  this  a concern  which  should  more  intentionally  inform  all  of  our 
studies?"  There  is  a danger  that  it  may  be  lost  again  if  it  is  implemented 
too  nebulously.  Dr.  VISCHER  informed  the  Working  Committee  that  the  World 
Council  will  be  establishing  a Secretariat  to  deal  with  this  problem.  The 
question  remains  whether  theological  work  in  this  direction  should  be 
primarily  Faith  and  Order  effort,  or  whether  it  should  be  done  in  collab- 
oration with  other  departments.  In  the  World  Council  of  Churches  it  is 
necessary  to  keep  the  world— wide  discussion  in  view,  which  precludes  any 
one  national  understanding  of  the  problem  becoming  normative. 
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Professor  DESCHNER  reminded  the  Working  Committee  that  generally  the 
participants  in  the  discussion  are  thirsty  for  theological  help.  He  hoped 
personally  that  the  Working  Committee  itself  could  be  involved  in  any 
response.  Perhaps  the  members  of  the  Committee  could,  in  the  months  ahead, 
write  their  feelings  to  the  Secretariat  who  could  in  turn,  distill  these 
letters  into  some  kind  of  response.  Bishop  NEWBIGIN  proposed  devoting  this 
concern  to  several  specific  studies.  He  suggested  that  the  Catholicity  and 
Apostolicity  study  could  be  linked  with  this  concern.  Dr.  TAYLOR  felt  that 
we  should  make  clear  to  the  World  Council  of  Churches  that  this  problem  is 
a dimension  of  all  Faith  and  Order  studies,  and  that  we  should  all  first 
look  at  our  own  attitudes  and  outlooks.  Professor  WOLF  suggested  the  need 
in  one  study  at  least  to  establish  a model  of  how  this  might  be  approached. 
He  thought  the  Humanum  studies  more  appropriate  than  Catholicity  and 
Apostolicity  which  is,  strictly  speaking,  not  our  study. 

Professor  FLOTTORP  agreed  with  Professor  Wolf,  and  thought  the  concern 
of  race  should  enter  primarily  the  Unity  of  the  Church  - Unity  of  Mankind 
study.  Principal  CHAMPION  thought  we  should  devote  a year  of  attention  to 
this  problem,  asking  the  staff  to  more  clearly  define  the  issues,  perhaps 
aiming  for  a 1971  airing  of  the  matter. 

Bishop  NEWBIGIN  suggested  that  an  appendix  might  be  attached  to  the 
unity  document  emphasising  this  concern.  He  pointed  out  two  issues  emer- 
ging: what  is  the  relationship  between  the  unity  given  in  Christ  and 
natural  human  diversities;  how  do  we  balance  the  two  aspects  of  the  Church  - 
as  reconciling  and  militant  unity?  Professor  MIGUEZ— BONINO  felt  that  power 
should  not  be  considered  in  isolation  from  structures;  in  some  instances 
so-called  natural  diversities  are  partially  determined  by  structures  of 
power  — there  is  an  historical  problem  here  too. 

The  chairman  finally  appointed  a sub— committee  to  draft  a statement 
drawing  together  the  discussion;  this  statement  was  presented  to,  and 
approved  by  the  Working  Committee  at  a later  session.  It  was  decided  to 
submit  it  to  the  Central  Committee  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches,  which 
was  to  consider  the  report  of  the  Consultation  on  Racism  and  the  World 
Council  involvement  in  this  field.  The  statement  reads  as  follows: 

The  Faith  and  Order  Working  Committee  expresses  to  the  Central 
Committee  its  deep  concern  that  the  whole  World  Council  and 
its  member  churches  recognise  the  present  crisis  in  interracial 
relations  as  a searching  challenge  to  the  ecumenical  movement 
in  the  field  of  Faith  and  Order,  in  that  it  requires  us,  as  a 
matter  of  the  utmost  urgency,  to  find  forms  of  church  life 
within  which  the  proper  diversity  of  human  cultures  can  find 
expression  without  destroying  the  unity  which  God  wills  for 
the  Church  and  for  Mankind. 

By  way  of  underlining  our  concern,  we  are  taking  three  steps 
about  which  we  wish  the  Central  Committee  to  be  informed: 
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(a)  It  is  our  plan  to  devote  serious  study  to  theological 
issues  posed  by  the  London  Consultation  in  the  months  to  come, 
and  to  formulate  a response  which  can  be  made  available  as  a 
contribution  to  the  churches'  dialogue  concerning  these  issues. 

(b)  In  the  light  of  this  concern,  we  are  studying  ways  of 
broadening  both  the  horizons  of  future  study  projects  and 
the  racial  constituency  of  the  membership  of  the  Working 
Committee. 

(c)  As  an  indication  of  ways  in  which,  upon  first  encountering 
it,  the  London  report  has  figured  in  the  background  of  our 
thinking  here,  we  should  like  to  use  the  following  passages 
from  a commentary  drafted  here  upon  a study  paper  on  the  "Unity 
of  the  Church  - Unity  of  Mankind": 

"The  Church  and  Mankind 


1.  Whatever  may  be  said  about  the  positive  relation  of  church 
unity  and  the  unity  of  mankind,  the  integrity,  vigour  and  uni- 
versal claim  of  Christian  unity  must  be  stressed.  Church  unity 
— and,  therefore,  real  human  unity  — is  not  just  *any  sort  of 
unity,  but  community  grounded  in  Christ,  empowered  in  the  Spirit 
and  unfailingly  open  in  love  to  all  creatures.  Mankind  knows 
many  kinds  of  unity,  both  natural  and  historical.  Some  are 
healthy;  some  are  constrained  and  mutilated;  some  are  thoroughly 
demonic.  Because  it  belongs  to  the  Church's  vocation  to  "test 
the  spirits"  which  animate  these  unities,  the  question  of  the 
Church's  "boundaries"  is  unavoidable,  for  it  is  finally  a 
question  of  honouring  Him  who  alone  can  unite  all  creation.  The 
Church  does  draw  the  line,  militantly,  before  any  unity  which 
refuses  to  express  the  universal  unity  of  Christ.  This  does  not 
mean,  however,  that  the  Church  necessarily  suppresses  natural 
and  legitimate  diversities  among  men,  or  their  communal  ex- 
pression; rather,  the  Church  must  view  all  such  communities  in 
the  light  of  God's  judgement  and  redemption,  and  seek  a unity 
adequately  Catholic  in  character,  rich  in  reconciled  diversity. 

2.  A word  of  caution  is  needed,  however,  against  a persistent 
tendency  — not  absent  from  the  document  — to  speak  about  the 
Church's  embodiment  of  Christian  unity  with  a certain  false 
triumphalism.  As  given  by  God,  the  Church  is  the  place  of  real 
community  (page  14) . In  its  historical  realisation,  however, 
the  Church  has  also  functioned  far  too  often  as  a source  of 
disunity  among  men.  And,  although  she  frequently  appeals  on 
such  occasions  to  her  necessary  "boundaries"  over  against  the 
world,  it  is  not  always  evident  that  she  has  not  herself  in 
fact  been  invaded  by  the  world.  Many  today  are  accusing  the 
Church  of  being  an  essential  instrument  in  the  structures  of 
oppression,  justifying,  by  her  teachings  of  forgiveness  and 
heaven,  the  continued  apathy  of  oppressors  and  the  continued 
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acceptance  of  suffering  by  the  oppressed.  Have  we  adequately 
examined  our  obedience  in  the  face  of  such  charges?  The 
document  briefly  acknowledges  (page  17)  that  our  understanding 
of  Church  unity  has  this  shadow  side,  but  this  dimension  of 
the  matter  needs  much  more  thorough  explication.  In  this  respect 
it  is  important  that  Church  unity  be  viewed  not  simply  onto- 
logically  and  historically,  but  eschatologically  as  well.  For 
this  reason,  we  would  suggest  that  the  eschatological  perspec- 
tives of  paragraphs  3 and  4 would  pffer  an  appropriate  starting 
point  for  the  document's  ecclesiological  reflection. 

3.  Two  fundamental  problems  appear  to  us  to  be  raised  in  the 
contemporary  situation  concerning  the  universal  claims  of 
Christian  unity.  One  is  the  problem  of  how  the  natural  and 
legitimate  diversities  of  mankind  are  given  their  rightful 
value  within  the  unity  which  we  have  in  Christ.  This  is  one 
dimension  of  the  issue  of  Catholicity,  and  a dimension  which 

we  cannot  rightly  appreciate  except  as  we  consider  the  relation 
of  Church  and  world. 

On  the  one  hand,  such  diversities  have  their  rightful  pen- 
ultimate place.  Mankind  is  one  human  family;  yet  each  man  is 
also  a member  of  a particular  people,  and  only  as  such  can  he 
have  and  express  his  common  humanity.  As  the  London  Consulta- 
tion on  Racism  (Notting  Hill,  London,  May  19-24,  19^9)  said: 

"Our  Lord  became  incarnate  as  a member  of  a particular  people, 
and  as  such  became  the  New  Man  and  the  brother  of  all  men.  His 
Jewishness  is  inseparable  from  his  representative  and  universal 
humanity."  Surely  the  unity  of  a mankind  grounded  in  Him  is 
not  intended  to  be  monotonous  or  monochromatic!  This  positive 
dialectic  of  the  universal  and  particular  in  man  is  adumbrated 
in  the  document  but  not  sufficiently  developed. 

On  the  other  hand,  these  penultimate  diversities  can  acquire 
a demonic  role  in  human  affairs.  Absolutised,  they  can  justify 
extravagant  ideological  claims  and  in  extreme  cases  must  be 
said  to  confront  the  Church  with  the  issue  of  heresy.  Where 
the  Church  faces  the  refusal  to  let  the  eucharistic  koinonia 
be  interracial  in  all  that  this  implies,  can  she,  for  her  part, 
refuse  to  establish  a "boundary" , and  deal  with  persons  or 
congregations  guilty  of  this  refusal  as  apostate? 

4.  The  second  fundamental  problem  raised  by  the  contemporary 
situation  about  the  universal  claims  of  Christian  unity  is 
this:  How  can  one  and  the  same  community  embody  the  priestly 
mission  of  reconciliation  among  men,  and  the  prophetic  mission 
of  rebuking  evil  and  making  militant  cause  against  its  attack 
upon  God's  creatures  and  upon  the  People  of  God  in  particular? 
The  agony  of  the  Church  lies  in  the  tension  which  she  must 
share  between  openness  to  sinners  and  the  struggle  against  sin. 
To  the  degree  that  she  embraces  the  diversities  of  mankind  in 


]3 


a Catholic  unity,  to  that  degree  she  must  also  have  the  courage 
to  embrace  and  purify  and  make  fruitful  the  controversies  among 
men,  always  with  the  aim  of  concentrating  the  attack  upon  the 
real  evil.  At  one  level  this  may  mean  strengthening  her  practice 
of  Church  discipline  to  make  it  clear  that  Catholicity  does  not 
mean  indif f erentism  and  relativism  about  the  ethical  and  doc- 
trinal implications  of  authentic  unity.  On  another  level,  it  may 
mean  insisting  that  those  Christians  who  differ  profoundly, 
particularly  on  issues  of  social  and  political  importance, 
should  learn  what  it  means  to  have  vigorous  and  productive 
controversy  in  Christian  congregations,  how  to  respect  the 
principles  of  healthy  controversy  ("speaking  the  truth  in  love", 
Eph.  4) , and  to  commune  with  each  other  responsibly  as  witnesses 
and  brothers  of  Christ.  Again,  could  it  not  mean  that  congrega- 
tions associate  themselves  for  corporate  witness  in  the  world, 
if  necessary  on  differing  sides  of  the  same  controversy?  This 
question  of  how  the  Church  militant  unites  reconciliation  and 
prophetic  action  is,  as  we  see  it,  the  most  searching  challenge 
to  the  universal  claims  of  Christian  unity  in  our  day." 

The  Working  Committee  engaged  in  a serious  discussion  of  the 
implications  for  the  programme  of  Faith  and  Order  found  in  the 
report  of  the  WCC— sponsored  Consultation  on  Racism  held  in 
London.  Our  chairman  noted  five  conclusions  that  were  dram- 
atically reinforced  for  participants  in  the  London  consultation: 
the  universality  and  diversity  of  the  racial  problem;  the 
culpability  of  Christians,  congregations  and  ecclesiastical 
organisations;  the  powerlessness  of  reliance  on  verbal  resolu- 
tions without  accompanying  action;  the  growing  urgency  of  the 
dilemma;  and  the  need  for  further  understanding  - theological, 
ethical  and  anthropological  - in  dealing  with  the  critical 
issues. 

Our  discussion  quickly  disclosed  a consensus  that  the  issue  of 
racism  was  a valid  and  imperative  area  of  inquiry  to  be  in- 
corporated into  Faith  and  Order  studies.  Its  investigation 
would  be  in  keeping  with  our  professed  intention  to  pursue 
church  unity  through  analyses  of  the  faith  and  order  of  the 
churches  in  the  context  of  their  mission  in  and  to  the 
contemporary  world.  Many  of  the  political  and  economic 
dimensions  of  the  problem  are  obviously  of  more  immediate 
concern  to  other  units  of  the  World  Council.  There  are  also, 
however,  inter— related  theological  issues  that  were  already 
recognised  in  the  report  of  Section  I at  Uppsala  as  having 
direct  bearing  on  the  validity  of  the  church's  affirmation  of 
catholicity. 

By  way  of  illustration,  the  quest  for  personal  identity  in 
terms  of  race  poses  a serious  challenge  to  the  meaning  of 
Christian  baptism.  The  accompanying  quest  for  community  in 
racially-separated  churches  raises  basic  problems  for  our 
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understanding  of  eucharistic  fellowship.  Many  black  Christians 
are  now  asking  whether  there  is  not  a legitimate  analogy  be- 
tween one  Church  and  the  many  churches , on  the  one  side , and 
one  humanity  and  the  many  races,  on  the  other.  Racist  attitudes 
of  prejudice  take  on  theological  significance  when  supported  by 
anti-Christian  ideologies.  Likewise,  racist  structures  of 
segregation  assume  ecclesiological  importance  when  backed  by  the 
unjust  exercise  of  power.  In  order  to  address  ourselves  effec- 
tively to  all  these  problems,  we  must  bear  in  mind  that  racism 
is  not  confined  to  the  black— white  issue.  Although  the  present 
crisis  is  accentuated  by  tensions  between  black  and  white 
Christians  in  the  United  States,  racism  also  occurs  among  many 
other  racial  groups  and  in  relation  to  religions  other  than 
Christianity.  In  facing  these  issues  we  should  not  lose  sight 
of  the  essential  unity  of  the  Church  and  of  Christian  commun- 
ities. 

In  light  of  these  considerations,  we  RECOMMEND 

(a)  that  all  members  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Working  Committee, 
plus  co-opted  members  of  the  Commission,  be  urged  to  send  to  the 
Secretariat  their  reactions  to  the  issues  raised  in  this 
discussion;  and  that  these  reactions  be  made  the  basis  for  a 
response  on  the  racism  issue,  whose  text  would  be  drafted  by  the 
staff  and  discussed  and  perfected  at  the  next  meeting  of  the 
Working  Committee. 

(b)  that  our  present  studies  on  "Catholicity  and  Apostolici ty" 
and  even  more  especially,  on  the  "Unity  of  the  Church  - Unity  of 
vlankind"  be  adapted,  restructured  or  amplified,  as  appropriate, 
in  order  to  address  the  ecclesiological  implications  of  unjust 
power  structures  in  general  and  racism  in  particular; 

(c)  that  this  urgent  concern  continue  to  be  intensified 
among  us  through  such  demonstrable  means  as  our  broadening  both 
the  horizons  of  future  study  projects  and  the  racial  constit- 
uency of  the  membership  of  the  Working  Committee. 

(This  statement  was  considered  by  Policy  Reference  Committee  I of  the 
Central  Committee  when  it  discussed  the  report  of  the  London  Consultation 
on  Racism,  and  the  future  responsibility  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches 
in  this  field.) 


EASTER  DATE 

Dr.  VISCHER  introduced  this  subject  to  the  Committee.  The  question  had 
assumed  a certain  concreteness  and  immediacy  when  the  Second  Vatican  Council 
stated  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  would  not  oppose  a common  Easter  date 
if  other  Christians  could  agree  upon  one.  In  19^5  the  Executive  Committee 
of  the  World  Council  of  Churches  had  instructed  the  Faith  and  Order  Secretar 
iat  to  conduct  an  inquiry  among  all  its  member  churches  and  to  ask  them  to 
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make  known  their  attitude  with  regard  to  this  problem.  A questionnaire  was 
sent  asking : 

(a)  whether  the  church  thought  this  was  a flexible  question 
on  which  change  might  be  made, 

(b)  whether  the  church  would  favour  the  Sunday  after  the 
second  Saturday  in  April,  or  prefer  a selection  based  on 
the  decision  of  the  Council  of  Nicea, 

(c)  whether  the  church  would  expect  the  World  Council  of  Churches 
to  take  responsibility  here? 

Responses  had  been  received  from  more  than  half  of  the  member  churches  by 
1967. 


The  Central  Committee,  on  the  recommendation  of  the  Reference 
Committee  and  having  heard  a report  on  this  enquiry, 

(a)  considered  that  it  was  desirable  to  reach  an  agreed  date  and 
that  efforts  should  be  continued, 

(b)  expressed  appreciation  for  the  replies  so  far  received  and 
urged  those  churches  which  have  not  yet  done  so  to  send  in 
their  answers , 

(c)  recognised  that  the  issue  was  complicated  and  needed  further 
investigation.  (Central  Committee  Minutes,  1967,  p.  55.) 

What  should  be  done  then?  The  Secretariat  wondered  whether  it  would  be 
advisable  to  call  together  experts  on  this  question  who  could  examine  the 
various  possibilities.  Scholars  from  the  various  traditions  could  be 
involved.  After  discussion,  this  course  was  accepted. 

Miss  HOWARD  reminded  the  Working  Committee  that  various  nations  would 
eventually  be  taking  the  initiative  in  this  matter  if  we  did  not.  Professor 
SAMUEL  felt  that  we  should  consider  a common  date  for  Christmas  as  well. 
Father  BOROVOY  stressed  the  importance  of  educating  our  constituencies  in 
advance  before  considering  this  problem.  Professor  MEDINA  felt  that  in 
Faith  and  Order  consideration  of  this  matter  the  utmost  attention  should  be 
given  to  Eastern  and  Oriental  Orthodox  churches. 


CHURCH  UNION  NEGOTIATIONS 

Dr.  MOEDE  introduced  plans  for  the  next  consultation  on  this  subject, 
which  is  being  organised  for  April  1970.  The  1967  meeting  of  this  consulta- 
tion, which  met  at  Bossey,  had  requested  a continuing  series  of  such 
meetings  (Sigtuna  Minutes,  p.  27);  the  Uppsala  Assembly  reiterated  this 
request  (Uppsala  Report,  pp.  226,  227). 

The  planned  consultation  will  convene  at  the  Limuru  Conference  Centre 
near  Nairobi,  Kenya,  from  April  13-19,  1970.  Invitations  have  been  sent  to 
united  churches  and  church  union  committees  and  acceptances  are  being 
received.  The  tentative  plan  of  study  and  discussion  was  described.  Analyt- 
ical background  papers  are  to  be  written  on  Baptism,  Eucharist,  confessions 


of  faith,  the  diaconate,  and  worship,  as  these  subjects  are  being  confronted 
in  the  various  Plans  of  Union.  Major  study  papers,  and  discussions,  will  be 
devoted  to  the  emerging  ecclesiological  discussion  and  its  relation  to 
church  union  negotiations,  education  for  union,  worship,  and  relations  be- 
tween uniting  churches,  including  their  relationship  to  World  Confessional 
Families . 

Dr.  STEWART  stressed  the  need  and  place  of  education  in  all  of  the 
negotiations.  Unless  real  information  is  shared,  and  the  real  issues  are 
communicated,  the  necessary  genuine  enthusiasm  among  the  laity  and  clergy 
usually  fails  to  be  generated  - and  union  is  thus  imperilled.  Bishop 
NEWBIGIN  pressed  the  need  for  consideration  of  the  developing  ecclesiolo- 
gical debate,  especially  in  relation  to  the  growing  impatience  with  struc- 
ture and  the  accompanying  interest  and  concern  for  new  forms  of  koinonia. 

The  chairman,  Professor  NELSON,  requested  Principal  DAVIES,  Miss 
HOWARD  and  Bishop  de  SOYSA  to  interpret  recent  church  union  developments  in 
England  and  Ceylon.  From  this  conversation  several  questions  emerged  which 
will  be  relevant  for  discussion  at  Limuru.  Among  these  are  the  continuing 
importance  of  sociological  and  psychological  issues  in  the  failure  of  a 
vote  for  union,  the  importance  of  certain  "witch"  words  or  concepts,  such 
as  "ambiguity",  the  pressing  need  for  education  of  laity  and  clergy,  and 
the  need  for  clarity  in  regard  to  local  or  national  legal  stipulations 
which  might  impede  union. 

Dr.  E.  C.  BLAKE,  a visitor  at  this  meeting,  discussed  the  problem  of 
education  for  union  from  his  background  of  experience  in  the  Consultation 
on  Church  Union  in  the  United  States.  Should  such  education  be  in  terms  of 
mere  reporting,  or  is  there  need  and  justification  for  a more  propagandis- 
ts approach?  Another  visitor,  the  Rev.  R.  M.  C.  JEFFERY  of  the  British 
Council  of  Churches,  pointed  out  the  danger  of  any  one  theological  position 
attempting  to  become  normative  during  such  a negotiation. 

Dr.  VISCHER  concluded  the  discussion  by  suggesting  that  it  would  be 
advisable  for  us  to  communicate  the  deliberations  and  recommendations  of  the 
Limuru  consultation  directly  to  the  next  assemblies  of  the  World  Confess- 
ional Families,  three  of  which  (the  Lutheran  World  Federation,  the  World 
Alliance  of  Reformed  Churches  - International  Congregational  Council,  and 
the  Baptist  Alliance)  are  to  meet  in  1970. 


CHRISTIAN-MUSLIM  DIALOGUE 

Dr.  VISCHER  introduced  the  discussion  of  this  subject,  recapitulating 
its  recent  history.  The  Secretariat  had  arranged  a consultation  in  March 
19o9  at  Cartigny,  near  Geneva,  in  which  twenty— two  Muslims  and  Christians 
met  together  for  several  days  of  conversations.  Discussion  areas  at  the 
Cartigny  consultation  had  centred  around  three  issues: 

(a)  the  possibilities  and  promises  in  the  dialogue 

(b)  the  Word  of  God  and  Holy  Scripture 

(c)  religion  in  a technological  age. 
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The  situation  in  the  Near  East  had  been  discussed  during  the  last  day  of 
the  consultation.  A resolution  on  this  subject  had  been  drawn  up  at  the 
consultation  which  addressed  questions  to  the  World  Council  of  Churches 
through  its  General  Secretary. 

It  is  clear  that  theological  questions  emerge  from  the  peculiar  roots 
which  Islam  shares  with  Christianity  and  Judaism.  And  the  interest  aroused 
by  this  consultation  has  been  great. 

The  question  of  Faith  and  Order's  relationship  to  this  dialogue  was 
then  thoroughly  discussed  by  the  Working  Committee.  The  discussion  in  1968 
had  seemed  to  point  against  long-term  Faith  and  Order  involvement  in  the 
dialogue  (Sigtuna  Minutes,  p.  28).  But  earlier  a study  on  the  Church  and 
the  Jewish  People  had  been  part  of  Faith  and  Order  concern;  is  this  contact 
with  Islam  a comparable  situation? 

Professor  DESCHNER  thought  that  the  potential  of  these  relations  is 
relevant  to  the  Unity  of  the  Church  - Unity  of  Mankind  study.  Dr.  STEWART 
drew  attention  to  the  enormous  increase  in  the  scope  of  Faith  and  Order 
work  that  such  a dialogue  would  involve.  He  felt  that  the  Division  of  World 
Mission  and  Evangelism  would  be  a more  natural  field  for  it.  Professor 
MEYENDORFF  felt  this  work  should  be  carried  on  somewhere  within  the  World 
Council  of  Churches,  but  not  under  Faith  and  Order  auspices.  Perhaps  a 
special  agency  could  be  created  to  further  it.  Professor  SAMUEL  agreed,  as 
did  Professor  AGOURIDES.  Bishop  NEWBIGIN  felt  that  there  were  strong  rea- 
sons for  keeping  the  discussion  in  the  framework  of  the  Division  of  World 
Mission  and  Evangelism.  Metropolitan  CHRYSOSTOMOS  felt,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  certain  delicate  relationships  could  best  be  fostered  if  the  dialogue 
continued  in  a Faith  and  Order  context.  It  was  suggested  that,  even  if  the 
dialogue  continued  under  the  aegis  of  some  other  division  (for  example,  the 
General  Secretariat),  Faith  and  Order  would  necessarily  be  involved,  inas- 
much as  the  issues  are  Faith  and  Order  concerns. 

The  Working  Committee  felt  that  there  are  legitimate  and  profound 
Faith  and  Order  matters  in  this  dialogue,  but  that  the  structural  relation- 
ships need  study.  After  further  discussion  the  following  drafted  minute  was 
drawn  up  and  agreed: 

The  Working  Committee  heard  a report  on  the  Christian-Muslim  con- 
versation which  took  place  in  Geneva  in  March  of  this  year.  This 
meeting  was  organised  by  the  Faith  and  Order  Secretariat  in 
response  to  requests  made  by  members  of  the  Faith  and  Order 
Commission.  The  consultation  found  a wide  echo  and  the  particip- 
ants strongly  recommended  that  these  contacts  be  continued.  This 
proposal  raises  the  question,  however,  as  to  whether  the  Faith 
and  Order  Commission  should  accept  responsibility  for  a regular 
activity  in  this  field. 

The  Faith  and  Order  Working  Committee  came  to  the  following 
conclusions : 
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(a)  Within  the  limits  of  its  resources  the  World  Council  of 
Churches  should  promote  dialogue  with  Islam  and  with  other 
religions  in  general,  both  on  world  and  local  levels.  The  Work- 
ing Committee  hopes  that  this  responsibility  will  increasingly 
be  recognised  by  the  World  Council  of  Churches. 

(b)  Dialogue  with  other  religions,  especially  with  Jews  and 
Muslims,  raises  theological  issues  which  are  highly  relevant 
for  the  work  of  the  Faith  and  Order  movement.  Therefore,  the 
Working  Committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  Faith  and  Order 
Commission  should  not  ignore  this  field.  The  study  on  the 
"Unity  of  the  Church  - Unity  of  Mankind"  should  include  this 
concern. 

(c)  The  Working  Committee  thinks,  however,  that  the  conduct- 
ing of  such  dialogues  does  not  belong  to  the  regular  respons- 
ibilities of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  and  that  prolifer- 
ation of  activities  in  too  many  directions  should  be  resisted. 

(d)  Efforts  to  meet  with  men  of  other  faiths  are  being  made 
by  various  departments  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches. 

Effective  co-ordination  of  these  various  activities  is  of  great 
importance  and  the  time  may  have  come  for  establishing  a special 
secretariat  for  dialogue  with  representatives  of  other  religions 
and  ideologies.  The  Working  Committee  took  cognisance  of  the 
fact  that  proposals  to  this  effect  will  be  presented  to  the 
Executive  Committee  and  to  the  Structure  Committee.  It  expresses 
the  hope  that  the  responsible  authorities  of  the  World  Council  of 
Churches  will  give  early  attention  to  this  matter. 

(This  statement  was  later  submitted  to  the  World  Council  of  Churches' 
Executive  Committee.  After  extended  discussion  the  Executive  Committee 
agreed  that  the  matter  should  receive  attention  and  that  the  World  Council 
involvement  in  dialogue  with  other  faiths  and  ideologies  should  be  clari- 
fied, both  as  to  substantial  and  structural  questions.  The  staff  was  in- 
structed to  prepare  proposals  for  the  next  meeting  of  the  Central  Committee.) 


WEEK  OF  PRAYER  FOR  CHRISTIAN  UNITY 

Dr.  VISCHER  reported  that  there  was  still  an  increase  in  the  observance 
of  this  week.  The  central  group  responsible  for  the  preparation  of  the  Week 
of  Prayer  this  year  not  only  prepared  the  leaflet  under  the  theme  "We  are 
fellow  workers  for  God"  (i  Cor.  3*9) » but  also  addressed  a letter  concern- 
ing the  main  problems  and  tasks  of  the  Week  to  all  those  responsible  for  its 
preparation.  Further,  in  order  to  increase  Orthodox  participation  an  attempt 
has  been  made  to  write  the  material  in  such  a way  that  it  could  be  used  more 
easily  by  Orthodox  Christians.  A special  order  of  service  has  been  sent  to 
all  Orthodox  churches. 
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Questions  are  being  raised  about  the  future  of  the  observance  of  the 
Week  of  Prayer  as  such.  What  is  to  be  its  purpose?  Should  prayer  for  unity 
be  offered  exclusively  across  confessional  lines?  Or  should  the  Week  of 
Prayer  be  used  for  promoting  unity  in  a much  larger  sense?  Does  unity  in 
human  relationships  fall  within  the  scope  of  the  Week  of  Prayer  - for 
example,  racial  unity,  unity  of  ethnic  groups,  generations?  The  Rev. 
GROSCURTH  mentioned  that  for  the  first  time  last  year  the  leaflet  had  been 
sent  to  the  member  churches  as  well  as  national  and  Christian  councils. 

Dorn  LANNE  remarked  that  the  letter  to  those  responsible  for  the  Week  (re- 
ferred to  above)  had  been  sent  to  the  episcopal  conferences,  and  interest 
in  the  observance  of  the  Week  of  Prayer  had  seemed  to  be  growing.  Professor 
CHITESCU  reported  on  observance  of  the  Week  in  Rumania.  Professor 
MEYENDORFF  emphasised  the  continual  need  for  flexibility  and  local  adapta- 
tion. Professor  WOLF  expressed  concern  about  difficulties  that  Christians 
are  having  with  prayer  as  such.  Should  we  not  try  to  work  out  a new 
affirmation  of  what  prayer  means?  The  discussion  closed  with  Father  BOROVOY 
emphasising  the  need  for  education  and  re-education  of  the  laity  toward 
greater  ecumenical  commitment  and  action. 


WORLD  CONFESSIONAL  FAMILIES 

Dr.  VISCHER  recalled  the  discussions  at  the  Fourth  Assembly.  The  Faith 
and  Order  Assembly  Committee  had  adopted  a statement  on  the  role  of  World 
Families  recognising  their  contribution  to  the  ecumenical  movement  (Uppsala 
Report , p.  225).  The  growing  number  of  bi-lateral  conversations  between 
World  Families  was  of  special  importance  for  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission. 
The  question  arises  as  to  whether  the  Commission  has  any  particular  respons- 
ibility in  this  respect.  The  Rev.  GROSCURTH  pointed  out  that  Faith  and  Order 
had  attempted  to  tabulate  the  conversations  between  confessions,  on  national 
and  world  levels.  The  Rev.  NORGREN  related  how  Faith  and  Order  of  the  Na- 
tional Council  in  the  United  States  is  attempting  to  keep  abreast  of 

developments  in  the  various  bi-lateral  conversations  in  that  country;  he 
stressed  the  need  for  some  kind  of  continuing  analysis  of  the  growing  mass 
of  material  emerging  from  these  conversations. 

Dr.  VISCHER  felt  that  Faith  and  Order  has  the  responsibility  to  follow 

the  developments  of  the  World  Confessional  Families.  He  described  the  con- 

versations of  the  World  Confessional  Secretaries  who  meet  annually  in 
Geneva;  one  of  their  pressing  concerns  is  inevitably  "What  is  the  role  of 
the  World  Confessional  Family  in  the  ecumenical  movement?".  At  least  several 
of  the  Families  are  studying  their  relationship  and  responsibilities  in  the 
question  of  the  union  of  their  churches. 

Bishop  NEWBIGIN  noted  that  on  several  occasions  the  World  Families  had 
been  the  means  of  bringing  otherwise  isolated  churches  into  the  ecumenical 
movement.  He  wondered  why  so  many  conversations  were  being  initiated,  inas- 
much as  most  of  these  churches  are  already  involved  in  Faith  and  Order 
Commission  study.  Why  do  the  conversations  tend  to  proliferate,  in  many 
cases  going  over  the  same  ground  that  has  already  been  covered  in  Faith 
and  Order? 
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Dr.  VISCHER  suggested  that  one  attraction  of  bi— lateral  conversations 
was  the  concrete  nature  of  the  problems  discussed  - Faith  and  Order  dis- 
cussions cannot  take  place  in  that  kind  of  framework.  Dr.  TAYLOR  reminded 
the  Committee  that  the  World  Confessional  Families  are  older  than  the  World 
Council  of  Churches,  and  that  in  this  transitional  stage  each  of  them,  as 
they  take  even  bi-lateral  conversation  seriously,  is  probably  serving  a 
reeded  function.  Dr.  MOEDE  suggested  that,  since  the  Secretariat  had  begun 
the  assembling  of  information  on  the  various  ecumenical  institutes  at  the 
request  of  the  Joint  Working  Group,  perhaps  it  could,  in  similar  fashion, 
serve  at  least  as  a clearing  house  of  information  for  any  of  the  conversa- 
tions wishing  data  in  regard  to  the  others,  or  of  previous  Faith  and  Order 
progress  on  any  particular  subject. 

Finally,  Dr.  FLOTTORP  suggested  that  it  would  be  good  to  involve  the 
liaison  officers  of  the  Families  quite  directly  in  the  next  meeting  of  the 
Faith  and  Order  Commission.  This  mutual  sharing  would  be  beneficial  to  all 
parties  concerned.  The  following  liaison  officers  have  been  appointed  by 
the  World  Confessional  Families  to  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission : 

The  Rt.  Rev.  J.  HOWE,  Anglican;  Dr.  D.  McCALL,  Baptist;  Dr.  R.  SHINN, 
Congregational;  Dean  W.  COOPER,  Friends;  Dr.  I.  ASHEIM,  Lutheran;  Bishop 
W.  CANNON,  Methodist;  Bishop  H.  G.  A.  GREGORIUS,  Oriental  Orthodox; 
Archimandrite  D.  PAPANDREOU,  Orthodox;  the  Rev.  R.  SMITH,  Reformed; 

Fr.  J.  HAMER,  Roman  Catholic. 

CANTATE  DOMINO 

The  revision  of  Cantate  Domino,  which  is  proceeding  under  Faith  and 
Order  auspices,  was  also  discussed.  The  preliminary  staff  work  for  this 
task  has  been  largely  completed;  lacking  still  is  adequate  funding.  Although 
the  Joint  Working  Group  now  supports  the  project,  work  cannot  be  under- 
taken seriously  until  funds  are  available  to  complete  the  job. 

STAFF 

Dr.  VISCHER  reported  on  staff  matters.  Not  many  changes  had  taken  place 
since  last  year.  The  Rev.  R.  GROSCURTH  will  leave  the  Secretariat  on 
November  1 to  take  up  new  duties  in  Berlin.  He  will  be  replaced  by  the  Rev. 
K.  RAISER  who  will  begin  his  new  work  on  October  1.  Faith  and  Order  is 
indebted  to  the  German  Churches  (EKD)  who  make  available  the  salary  of  the 
German  staff  member. 


NOMINATIONS 

Principal  DAVIES  submitted  the  report  of  the  Nominations  Committee. 

This  Committee  consists  of  the  following  persons:  the  Rev.  R.  E.  DAVIES, 
Professor  J.  R.  NELSON,  the  Rev.  Dr.  Th.  M.  TAYLOR  and  Bishop  K.  SARKISSIAN. 
The  Rev.  DAVIES  told  the  Working  Committee  that,  due  to  personal  reasons, 
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Bishop  HARMS  had  resigned  from  the  chairmanship  of  the  Commission.  The 
Working  Committee  accepted  his  resignation  with  deep  regret,  and  it  was 
agreed  that  an  appropriate  letter  be  written  to  Bishop  Harms  on  behalf  of 
the  Working  Committee.  In  accordance  with  the  Constitution  the  other 
officers  had  appointed  Professor  MEYENDORFF  as  acting  chairman  until  the 
next  meeting  of  the  Commission.  The  Working  Committee  endorsed  this  appoint- 
ment. 


Professor  R.  MEHL  had  resigned  from  the  Working  Committee.  The  Nomina- 
tions Committee  suggested  that  his  place  be  taken  by  Mrs.  E.  FLESSEMAN- 
van  LEER.  This  nomination  was  approved  and  forwarded  to  the  Central 
Committee. 

As  Canon  JENKINS  had  become  a member  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches' 
staff,  he  ceased  to  be  a member  of  the  Commission.  The  Nominations 
Committee  suggested  in  his  place  Professor  J.  KARMIRIS  (Church  of  Greece). 
This  nomination  was  also  approved  and  forwarded  to  the  Central  Committee. 

The  Nominations  Committee  further  suggested  that  five  or  six  more 
members  be  added  to  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  before  its  next  meeting 
in  1971*  The  Constitution  says  that  the  Commission  shall  consist  of  not 
more  than  150  members.  The  Fourth  Assembly  elected  135  members  with  the 
understanding  that  the  remaining  fifteen  places  could  be  filled  as  need 
arose  in  the  following  years.  The  Nominations  Committee  felt  that  not  more 
than  five  or  six  of  these  places  should  be  filled  before  1971*  Inquiries 
should  be  made  as  to  whether  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  would  agree  to  the 
election  of  three  more  Roman  Catholic  members,  bringing  their  membership 
from  nine  to  twelve.  In  addition,  names  of  other  persons  were  suggested. 
These  suggestions  were  agreed  by  the  Working  Committee. 

Finally,  the  name  of  Professor  J.-J.  von  ALLMEN  was  proposed  and 
accepted  as  an  additional  research  consultant. 


FINANCE 

The  Rev.  GROSCURTH  introduced  the  finance  report.  Our  share  in  the 
general  budget  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches  is  only  $73,084,  and  more 
than  two  thirds  of  this  amount  is  designated  for  staff  salaries.  The  amount 
available  from  the  general  budget  for  staff  travel,  meetings  and  confer- 
ences is  $6,200.  For  many  of  our  activities  we  depend  entirely  upon  other 
sources.  For  example,  a special  fund  has  been  created  for  the  church  union 
negotiations  consultation  by  the  gifts  of  several  churches.  And  a grant  of 
$40,000  makes  the  financing  of  our  activities  with  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
possible.  But  the  Rev.  GROSCURTH  also  observed  that  thus  far  no  specially 
ear-marked  Faith  and  Order  programme  project  money  has  been  received.  The 
future  scope  of  Faith  and  Order  study  is  for  the  moment  not  certain. 

Dr.  VISCHER  wondered  if  individuals  of  the  Working  Committee  might  take 
initiative  in  finding  ear-marked  money  for  Faith  and  Order  projects. 
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FUTURE  MEETINGS 

The  place  and  time  of  the  1970  meeting  of  the  Working  Committee  were 
discussed.  The  dates  of  August  3-8  were  proposed  and  agreed  to  by  the 
Committee.  Since  several  invitations  are  still  actively  being  considered, 
no  location  could  as  yet  be  decided  upon.  The  same  situation  exists  in 
relation  to  a site  for  the  1971  meeting  of  the  Commission.  It  was  restated 
that  the  1971  Commission  meeting  is  foreseen  for  the  first  half  of  August. 
Several  locations  were  suggested,  and  the  need  for  watching  our  expenses 
very  closely  was  stressed.  It  is  expected  that  the  situation  will  become 
clearer  as  the  year  progresses. 


EXPRESSION  OF  THANKS  TO  THE  REV.  R.  GROSCURTH 

The  chairman,  Professor  NELSON,  recounted  some  of  the  varied  activ- 
ities and  accomplishments  of  the  Rev.  R.  GROSCURTH  during  his  term  of 
service  on  the  Faith  and  Order  Secretariat,  noting  especially  his  attention 
to,  and  success  in  promoting  Faith  and  Order  publications.  Further,  his 
pastoral  efforts  in  the  Ecumenical  Centre  at  large  had  been  appreciated. 

As  a token  of  the  Working  Committee's  appreciation  for  his  service,  the 
chairman  presented  the  Rev.  Groscurth  with  the  gift  of  a book.  The  Rev. 
GROSCURTH  will  be  taking  up  responsibility  in  the  Evangelische  Kirche  der 
Union  in  Berlin  in  Autumn  19^9 • 


VISITATION 

Dr.  VISCHER  advised  the  Working  Committee  that  invitations  had  been 
received  for  Faith  and  Order  visitations  to  Bulgaria  and  Cuba.  It  was  moved 
to  write  a letter  of  thanks  and  acceptance  to  the  Patriarchate  of  Bulgaria. 
Dr.  VISCHER  described  his  own  visit  to  Cuba,  and  his  impression  of  the  value 
of  such  a visitation.  His  discussions  with  the  Cuba  Christian  Council  had 
led  to  the  suggestion  that  a Faith  and  Order  delegation  should  visit  Cuba 
for  five  or  six  weeks.  Such  a visit  would  depend  on  further  development  of 
union  conversations.  The  Working  Committee  agreed  that  such  a trip  would 
give  impetus  to  church  union  in  the  Cuba  Council  and  in  individual  con- 
gregations as  well.  It  therefore  agreed  that  such  a visitation  be  approved 
when  the  Cuba  Christian  Council  thinks  the  time  is  ripe,  and  so  informs  the 
Secretariat . 


CLOSING  ACTIONS 

After  prayers  the  1969  meeting  of  the  Working  Committee  was  adjourned 
on  Friday,  August  8,  at  6 p.m. 
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MEMBERS  OF  THE  FAITH  AND  ORDER  COMMISSION 
AND  THE  SECRETARIAT  OF  THE  COMMISSION 

* = Member  of  the  Working  Committee 


OFFICERS 

Acting  Chairman:  *Prof.  John  MEYENDORFF  (Russian  Orthodox  Greek  Catholic 
Church  of  North  America),  St.  Vladimir's  Seminary,  575  Scar sdale  Road, 
Crestwood,  Tuckahoe,  N.Y.  10707,  USA. 

Vice-Chairmen ; ^Metropolitan  CHRYS0ST0M0S  of  Myra  (Ecumenical  Patriarchate 
of  Constantinople),  B.P.  1225,  Istanbul,  Turkey. 

*The  Rev.  Prof.  J.D.  McCAUGHEY  (Presbyterian  Church  of  Australia), 
Ormond  College,  Parkville,  Victoria  3052,  Australia. 

*The  Rt.  Rev.  C.  H.  W.  De  SOYSA  (Church  of  India,  Pakistan,  Burma  and 
Ceylon),  Bishop's  House,  Steuart  Place,  Colombo  3,  Ceylon. 

Chairman  of  the  Working  Committee:  *Prof.  J.  Robert  NELSON  (United  Methodist 
Church , USA) , 63  Oakwood  Road,  Newtonville,  Mass.  02160,  USA. 


MEMBERS  OF  THE  SECRETARIAT 

Director:  The  Rev.  Dr.  Lukas  VISCHER  (Swiss  Protestant  Church  Federation), 
150  route  de  Ferney,  1211  Geneva  20,  Switzerland. 

Associate  Director:  Archpriest  Vitaly  BOROVOY  (Orthodox  Church  of  Russia), 
150  route  de  Ferney,  1211  Geneva  20,  Switzerland. 

Secretaries:  The  Rev.  Dr.  G.  F.  M0EDE  (United  Methodist  Church,  USA), 

150  route  de  Ferney,  1211  Geneva  20,  Switzerland. 

The  Rev.  Konrad  RAISER  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany:  Lutheran), 

150  route  de  Ferney,  1211  Geneva  20,  Switzerland. 

Dr.  J.  D.  ZIZI0ULAS  (Church  of  Greece),  150  route  de  Ferney, 

1211  Geneva  20,  Switzerland. 


MEMBERS  OF  THE  COMMISSION 

Prof.  Johannes  AAGAARD  (Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Denmark), 
Hvedevangen  21,  Aarhus,  Denmark. 

Dr.  J.  L.  Ch.  ABINEN0  (Reformed  Church  in  Indonesia),  Djalan  Kemiri  17, 
Djakarta,  Indonesia. 

The  Rev.  E.  A.  ADEGB0LA  (Methodist  Church  in  Nigeria),  Immanuel  College, 

Box  515,  Ibadan,  Nigeria. 

*Prof.  Savas  AG0URIDES  (Church  of  Greece),  12  Efranoros  Street,  Athens  502, 
Greece. 

Prof.  R.  F.  ALDWINCKLE  (Baptist  Federation  of  Canada),  52  Kingsmount  Ave, 
Hamilton,  Ont.,  Canada. 
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The  Rev.  Dr.  Rubem  ALVES  (Brazilian  Presbyterian  Church),  Rua  Eduardo  Lane 
380,  Campinas  - S.  P.,  Brazil. 

Prof.  V.  ANAGNOSTOPOULOS  (Ecumenical  Patriarchate  of  Constantinople),  Hamam 
Sok  38/2,  Heybeliada,  Istanbul,  Turkey. 

Prof.  E.  J.  F.  ARND1  (United  Church  of  Christ,  USA),  Eden  Theological 
Seminary,  Lockwood  Avenue  475 , Webster  Groves,  Mo.  63119,  USA. 

The  Rev.  Israel  BATISTA  (Methodist  Church  of  Cuba),  Consejo  Cubano  de 

Iglesias  Evangelicas,  Calle  Seis  No.  273 , e/13  y 11,  Vedado,  Habana,  Cuba 

The  Rev.  Dr.  George  G.  BEAZLEY,  Jr.  (Disciples  of  Christ,  USA),  222  South 
Downey  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46207,  USA. 

Prof.  A.  J.  BENOIT  (Evangelical  Church  of  Augsburg  Confession  in  Alsace  and 
Lorraine),  lc  quai  St  Thomas,  67  Strasbourg,  France. 

Dr.  Torsten  BERGSTEN  (Svenska  Baptistsamfundet ) , Blorrstervager.  19, 

6l4  00  Katrineholm,  Sweden. 

The  Rev.  Umberto  BETTI,  OFM  (Roman  Catholic  Church),  Pontifico  Ateneo 
Antoniano,  Via  Merulana  124,  OOI85  Rome,  Italy. 

Prof.  Boris  B0BRINSK0Y  (Orthodox  Archdiocese  of  France  and  Western  Europe), 
93,  rue  de  Crimee,  75  Paris  XIXe,  France. 

Prof.  Keith  R.  BRIDSTON  (American  Lutheran  Church),  Pacific  Lutheran 

Theological  Seminary,  2770  Marin  Avenue,  Berkeley,  Calif.  94708,  USA. 

The  Rev.  Prof.  Raymond  E.  BROWN,  SS  (Roman  Catholic  Church),  St.  Mary's 
Seminary,  5400  Roland  Avenue,  Baltimore,  Md.  21210,  USA. 

The  Rev.  Prof.  Walter  BURGHARDT,  SJ  (Roman  Catholic  Church),  Woodstock 
College,  Woodstock,  Md.  21163,  USA. 

*The  Rev.  Principal  L.  G.  CHAMPION  (Baptist  Union  of  Great  Britain  and 

Ireland),  The  Baptist  College,  Woodland  Road,  Bristol,  BS  8 1 UN,  England 

The  Rev.  Principal  J.  R.  CHANDRAN  (Church  of  South  India),  United 
Theological  College,  17  Miller's  Road,  Bangalore  6,  India. 

Bishop  Enrique  CHAVEZ  CAMPOS  (Pentecostal  Church  of  Chile),  Calle  Pena 
1103,  Casilla  No.  2,  Curico,  Chile. 

"Prof.  Nicolae  CHITESCU  (Orthodox  Church  of  Rumania),  Strada  I.  C.  Frimu 
44,  Raion  30  Decembrie,  Bucharest,  Rumania. 

Dean  Wi lmer  A.  COOPER  (Friends  United  Meeting),  Earlham  School  of  Religion, 
Earlham  College,  Richmond,  Ind.  47374,  USA. 

Metropolitan  Nicolas  C0RNEANU  (Orthodox  Church  of  Rumania),  Blv.  Victoriei 
Nr.  5,  Timisoara  I,  Rumania. 

The  Rev.  Dr.  Paul  A.  CROW  (Disciples  of  Christ,  USA),  228  Alexander  Street, 
Princeton,  N.J.  08540,  USA. 

The  Rev.  Frank  L.  CUTTRISS  (Anglican  Church  in  Australia),  St.  James' 

Church,  King  Street,  Sydney  2000,  NSW,  Australia. 

Prof.  Wilhelm  DANTINE  (Evangel  ical  Church  of  the  Augsburg  Confession  in 
Austria),  Bartensteingasse  14,  1010  Vienna,  Austria. 
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*The  Rev.  R.  E.  DAVIES  (Methodist  Church,  Great  Bri  tain),  11  Northover 
Road,  West bur y-on-Trym , Bristol,  BS  9 3 LN,  England. 

Dr.  Peter  DAY  (Episcopal  Church,  USA),  Executi  ve  Council  of  the  Episcopal 
Church,  8l5  Second  Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y.  10017,  USA. 

*Prof.  John  DESCHNER  (United  Methodist  Church,  USA),  Southern  Methodist 
University,  Dallas,  Texas  75222,  USA. 

The  Rev.  Bernard  DUPUY,  OP  (Roman  Catholic  Church),  Istina,  45  rue  de  la 
Glaciere,  75  Paris  XIII,  France. 

The  Rev.  Prof.  E.  R.  FAIRWEATHER  (Anglican  Church  of  Canada),  Trinity 
College,  Hoskin  Avenue,  Toronto  5,  Ont.,  Canada. 

*Dr.  Ellen  FLESSEMAN-VAN  LEER  (Netherlands  Reformed  Church),  Amstelhoven  10, 
Amstelveen,  Netherlands. 

Mrs.  Fran9oise  FLORENTIN— SMYTH  (Reformed  Church  of  France),  5,  rue  A. 

Fleming,  92  Fontenay— aux-Roses , France. 

The  Very  Rev.  Prof.  Georges  FL0R0VSKY  (Greek  Orthodox  Archdiocese  of  North 
and  South  America,  Ecumenical  Patriarchate),  Department  of  Religion, 
Princeton  University,  1879  Hall,  No.  4l4,  Princeton,  N.J.  08540,  USA. 

*Prof.  Haakon  FL0TT0RP  (Church  of  Norway),  Kristinsvei  32,  Kristiansand  S, 
Norway . 

The  Rev.  John  GATU  (Presbyterian  Church  of  East  Africa),  Presbyterian  Church 
Office,  P.O.Box  8268,  Nairobi,  Kenya,  East  Africa. 

The  Rev.  Principal  A.  R.  GEORGE  (Methodist  Church,  Great  Britain),  2, 

College  House,  Richmond  College,  Surrey,  England. 

Prof.  Justo  GONZALEZ  (United  Methodist  Church),  Evangelical  Seminary  of 
Puerto  Rico,  P.O.Box  426,  Rio  Piedras,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico  00928, 

USA. 

Bishop  GREGORIUS  (Coptic  Orthodox  Church),  Anba  Rueiss  Building,  Ramses 
Avenue,  Abbassiya,  Cairo,  Egypt. 

*Prof.  Warren  F.  GROFF  (Church  of  the  Brethren,  USA),  Bethany  Theological 
Seminary,  Cor.  Butterfield  and  Meyers  Roads,  Oak  Brook,  111.  60523,  USA. 

Prof.  Ferdinand  HAHN  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany:  United),  Johannes 

Gutenberg— Uni versitat , Evangelisch— Theologische  Fakultat , Saarstrasse  21, 
65  Mainz,  Germany. 

The  Rev.  Johannes  HAMEL  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany:  United),  Bethge- 
strasse  10,  N'aumburg/Saale , Germany  (DDR). 

Sister  Madeleine-Marie  HANDY  (Presbyterian  Church  of  Cameroon),  College 
Evangelique  de  Libamba,  B.P.  41  , Makak , Cameroon. 

Prof.  Robert  T.  HANDY  (American  Baptist  Convention),  Union  Theological 
Seminary,  Broadway  at  120th  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  10027,  USA. 

Dr.  Vincent  G.  HARDING  (Mennonite  Church),  Department  of  History,  Spelman 
College,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30314,  USA. 

Prof.  Edward  R.  HARDY  (Episcopal  Church,  USA),  12  St.  Mark's  Court,  Cambridge, 
England. 
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Prof.  George  HENDRY  (United  Presbyterian  Church,  USA),  Princeton  Theologic- 
al Seminary,  Princeton,  N.J.  08540,  USA. 

Dr.  Earle  HILGERT  (Seventh-Day  Adventist  Church),  Andrews  University, 

Berrian  Springs,  Mich.  49104,  USA. 

The  Rev.  Dr.  P.  B.  HINCHLIFF  (Church  of  the  Province  of  South  Africa), 
M.E.C.C.A. , Church  House,  Dean's  Yard,  London,  S.W.  1,  England. 

-Miss  Christian  HOWARD  (Church  of  England)  Coneys thorpe , York,  Y06  7DD, 
England. 

Dr.  Richard  JUNGKUNTZ  (Lutheran  Church  - Missouri  Synod),  210  North  Broad- 
way, St.  Louis,  Mo.  63102,  USA. 

Prof.  John  KARMIRIS  (Church  of  Greece),  20  Dionysiou  Street,  Kifissia, 
Athens,  Greece. 

Archimandrite  Georges  KH0DR  (Greek  Orthodox  Patriarchate  of  Antioch),  Eglise 
Mar-Elias,  A1  Mina,  Tripoli,  Lebanon. 

The  Rt.  Rev.  Josiah  KIBIRA  (Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  in  Tanzania),  P.0. 
Box  98,  Bukoba,  Tanzania,  East  Africa. 

Dr.  K.  KITAM0RI  (United  Church  of  Christ  in  Japan),  Christian  Centre 
Building,  2 4-chome,  Ginza,  Chuo-ku,  Tokyo,  Japan. 

Prof.  Gerassimos  K0NIDARIS  (Church  of  Greece),  84  Academy  Street,  Athens, 
Greece . 

Dr.  Kosuke  K0YAMA  (Church  of  Christ  in  Thailand),  Trinity  Theological 
College,  6 Mount  Sophia,  Singapore  9» 

Dr.  Mesrob  K.  KRIK0RIAN  (Armenian  Orthodox  Church),  Armenische  Kirche , 
Kolonitzgasse  11,  1030  Vienna,  Austria. 

Bishop  Werner  KRUSCHE  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany:  Lutheran) , Hegelstr. 

1,  301  Magdeburg,  Germany  (DDR). 

Dr.  Ulrich  KUHN  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany:  Lutheran),  Denkmalsblick 
17,  703  Leipzig,  Germany  (DDR). 

The  Rev.  Prof.  G.  W.  H.  LAMPE  (Church  of  England),  The  Black  Hostelry, 

Ely,  Camb. , England. 

-*Dom  Emmanuel  LANNE,  0SB  (Roman  Catholic  Church),  Via  del  Babuino  149, 

OOI89  Rome,  Italy. 

*Prof.  William  H.  LAZARETH  (Lutheran  Church  in  America),  Lutheran 

Theological  Seminary,  7238  Boyer  Street,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19H9>  USA. 

The  Rev.  J.  P.  LEE-W00LF  (Congregational  Church  of  England  and  Wales), 
Annandale,  North  End  Road,  Golders  Green,  London,  N.W.  11,  England. 

Dr.  Bela  LESK0  (United  Lutheran  Church  of  Argentina) , Facultad  Luterana  de 
Teologia,  Gaspar  Campos  6151 , Jose  C.  Paz,  FCNGSM,  Argentina. 

Prof.  T.  S.  LIEFELD  (American  Lutheran  Church),  Capital  University, 

Columbus  9,  Ohio,  USA. 

Prof.  John  MACQUARRIE  (Episcopal  Church,  USA),  Union  Theological  Seminary, 
Broadway  at  120th  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  10027,  USA. 


The  Rt.  Rev.  T.  MAR  ATHANASIUS  (Mar  Thoma  Syrian  Church  of  Malabar),  Sion 
Hill  Aramana,  Kottayam,  Kerala,  South  India. 

The  Rt.  Rev.  Inayat  MASIH  (Church  of  India,  Pakistan,  Burma  and  Ceylon), 
Bishop  of  Lahore,  Bishopsbourne,  Cathedral  Close,  Lahore,  W.  Pakistan. 

The  Rev.  Prof.  Donald  MATHERS  (United  Church  of  Canada),  Queen's 
Theological  College,  Kingston,  Ont.,  Canada. 

Pr°f • Goro  MAYEDA  (Non— Church  Movement,  Japan),  227  Akatsutsumi— 1 , Seta— 
gaya-ku,  Tokyo,  Japan. 

The  Rev.  Dr.  John  MBITI  (Church  of  the  Province  of  Uganda,  Rwanda  and 

Burundi),  Department  of  Religious  Studies  and  Philosophy,  Makarere  Uni- 
versity College,  Box  7062,  Kampala,  Uganda,  East  Africa. 

President  James  I.  McCORD  (United  Presbyterian  Church,  USA),  Princeton 
Theological  Seminary,  Princeton,  N.J.  08540,  USA. 

*Prof . Jorge  MEDINA  (Roman  Catholic  Church),  Universidad  Romana  Catolica, 
Santiago  de  Chile,  Chile. 

Prof.  Roger  MEHL  (Reformed  Church  of  Alsace  and  Lorraine),  6 rue  Blessig, 

67  Strasbourg,  France. 

*Prof . Jose  MIGUEZ— B0NIN0  (Methodist  Church  in  Argentina),  Camacua  282, 
Buenos  Aires  6,  Argentina. 

Prof.  Einar  MOLLAND  (Church  of  Norway),  Jacob  Aals  gt.  45  b,  Oslo,  Norway. 

Prof.  Jurgen  MOLTMANN  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany:  Reformed),  Seminar 
der  Evangelisch— Theologischen  Fakultat,  Liebermeisterstrasse  12, 

74  Tubingen,  Germany. 

Prof.  Dale  MOODY  (Southern  Baptist  Convention,  USA),  2825  Lexington  Road, 
Louisville,  Kentucky  40206,  USA. 

*The  Rt.  Rev.  Michel  MOUDJUGIN  (Orthodox  Church  of  Russia),  PI.  12  March 
No.  6,  Astrakhan  13,  USSR. 

Dean  Walter  G.  MUELDER  (United  Methodist  Church,  USA),  745  Commonwealth 
Avenue,  Boston,  Mass.  02215,  USA. 

Prof.  Emerito  NACPIL  (Methodist  Church),  Union  Theological  Seminary,  P.0. 

Box  841,  Manila,  Philippines. 

*The  Rt.  Rev.  Lesslie  NEWBIGIK  (Church  of  South  India),  Box  702,  Cathedral, 
Madras  6,  India. 

*The  Rev.  Seth  N0MENY0  (Evangelical  Church  of  Togo),  25  rue  Alsace-Lorraine, 
Lome,  Togo,  West  Africa. 

The  Rev.  Daniel  PALMA  (Pentecostal  Church  of  Chile),  Comunidad  Teologica 
Evangelica  de  Chile,  Calle  Dieciocho  784,  Casillas  14025  y 7023, 

Santiago,  Chile. 

Prof.  Jaroslav  J.  PELIKAN  (Lutheran  Church  - Missouri  Synod),  Yale  Divinity 
School,  409  Prospect  Street,  New  Haven,  Conn.  O65H,  USA. 

Prof.  Per  E.  PERSS0N  (Church  of  Sweden),  Per  Henrik  Lings  vag  3,  Lund, 
Sweden. 

The  Rev.  Principal  John  RADHA  KRISHAN  (Methodist  Church  of  Southern  Asia), 
Leonard  Theological  College,  Jabalpur,  M.P. , India. 
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The  Rev.  Victor  RAKOTOARIMANANA  (Evangelical  Church  of  Madagascar),  Ambohi- 
jatovo-Avaratra , Tananarive,  Madagascar. 

The  Rev.  Prof.  Samuel  RAYAN  (Roman  Catholic  Church),  Lumen  Institute,  Erna- 
kulam,  Kerala,  India. 

Prof.  Joseph  RATZINGER  (Roman  Catholic  Church),  Friedrich-Dannenmann-Stras- 
se  22,  74  Tubingen,  Germany. 

The  Rev.  Prof.  J.K.S.  REID  (Church  of  Scotland),  Don  House,  46  Don  Street, 
Aberdeen,  Scotland. 

Prof.  Harald  RIESENFELD  (Church  of  Sweden),  Box  511,  751  20  Uppsala,  Sweden. 

Provost  Patrick  C.  RODGER  (Episcopal  Church  in  Scotland),  8,  Landsdowne 
Crescent,  Edinburgh  12,  Scotland. 

Mr.  J.  M.  ROSS  (Presbyterian  Church  of  England),  64  Wildwood  Road,  London, 
N.W.  11,  England. 

The  Rev.  Horace  0.  RUSSELL  (Jamaica  Baptist  Union),  United  Theological 
College,  P.O.Box  154,  Mona,  Kingston  7,  West  Indies. 

*The  Rev.  Prof.  V.  C.  SAMUEL  (Orthodox  Syrian  Church  of  the  East), 

Theological  College  of  the  Holy  Trinity,  Post  Box  No.  665,  Addis  Ababa, 
Ethiopia. 

*Bishop  Karekin  SARKISSIAN  (Armenian  Orthodox  Church) , Armenian  Theological 
Seminary,  Catholicosate  of  Cilicia,  Antelias,  Lebanon. 

Prof.  V.  SARYTCHEV  (Orthodox  Church  of  Russia),  l8/2  Ryleeva,  Moscow  G-34, 
USSR. 

*The  Rev.  Prof.  H.  A.  E.  SAWYERR  (Church  of  the  Province  of  West  Africa), 
Fourah  Bay  College,  Freetown,  Sierra  Leone. 

Prof.  E.  W.  L.  SCHLINK  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany:  Lutheran),  Planken— 
gasse  1,  69  Heidelberg,  Germany. 

Prof.  Eduard  SCHWEIZER  (Swiss  Protestant  Church  Federation),  Pilgerweg  8, 
8044  Zurich,  Switzerland. 

Mr.  Pribislav  SIMIC  (Serbian  Orthodox  Church),  Seminary  St.  Bava,  Mija 
Kovacevic  Str.  11,  Belgrade,  Yugoslavia. 

The  Rev.  David  G.  SIMMERS  (Presbyterian  Church,  New  Zealand),  272  A Te 
Atatu  Road,  Te  Atatu,  Auckland,  New  Zealand. 

The  Rev.  K.  SITOMPUL  (Protestant  Christian  Batak  Church),  Council  of  Chur- 
ches in  Indonesia,  Salemba  Ray  10,  Djakarta  4/3,  Indonesia. 

*Prof.  John  E.  SKOGLUND  (American  Baptist  Convention),  Colgate-Rochester 
Divinity  School,  Rochester,  N.Y.  14620,  USA. 

*Prof.  Josef  SMOLIK  (Evangelical  Church  of  the  Czech  Brethren),  Belgicka  22, 
Prague  2,  Czechoslovakia. 

The  Rev.  Principal  C.  S.  SONG  (Presbyterian  Church  of  Formosa),  Tainan 
Theological  College,  Tainan,  Taiwan. 

The  Rev.  Dr.  C.  S.  SPIVEY,  Jr.  (African  Methodist  Episcopal  Church), 

National  Council  of  Churches,  Room  552,  475  Riverside  Drive,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10027,  USA. 
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Prof.  Kurt  STALDER  (Old  Catholic  Church,  Switzerland),  Schwarztorstrasse  35, 
3007  Bern,  Switzerland. 

*The  Rev.  Dr.  William  STEWART  (Church  of  Scotland),  Manse  of  Lecropt,  Bridge 
of  Allen,  Stirlingshire,  Scotland. 

Dean  Nam  Dong  SUH  (Presbyterian  Church  of  the  Republic  of  Korea),  College 
of  Theology,  Yonsei  University,  Seoul,  Korea. 

*The  Rev.  Dr.  Theophilus  M.  TAYLOR  (United  Presbyterian  Church,  USA),  Room 
1023,  475  Riverside  Drive,  New  York,  N.Y.  10027,  USA. 

Prof.  Seppo  A.  TEINONEN  (Church  of  Finland),  Suohaukantie  8,  Karakallio, 
Finland. 

The  Rev.  Th.  TSHIBANGU  (Roman  Catholic  Church),  Universite  Lovanium  de 
Kinshasa,  Kinshasa  XI,  Republique  du  Congo. 

Prof.  II.  TSONEVSKY  (Orthodox  Church  of  Bulgaria),  Oborishte  9,  Sofia  4, 
Bulgaria . 

The  Rev.  Dr.  Erwin  VALYI-NAGY  (Reformed  Church  of  Hungary),  Hankoczy  ut  11, 
Budapest  II,  Hungary. 

The  Rev.  Principal  Paul  VERGHESE  (Orthodox  Syrian  Church),  Syrian  Orthodox 
Theological  Seminary,  Kottayam,  Kerala,  India. 

Prof.  Valdo  VINAY  (Waldensian  Church,  Italy),  Via  Pietro  Cossa  42,  Rome, 
Italy. 

Prof.  L.  VORONOV  (Orthodox  Church  of  Russia),  Academy  of  Theology,  17  Obvod- 
ny  Canal,  Leningrad  C 167,  USSR. 

Prof.  Gunther  WAGNER  (Baptist  Church,  Germany),  Baptist  Theological  Seminary, 
8803  Ruschlikon  (ZH) , Switzerland. 

Dr.  W.  M.  S.  WEST  (Baptist  Union  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland),  l8,  Gurney 
Court  Rd,  St.  Albans,  Herts.,  England. 

The  Rev.  W.  G.  WICKREMASINGHE  (Baptist  Union  of  Ceylon),  Carey  College, 

28  Kynsey  Road,  Colombo  8,  Ceylon. 

Prof.  Colin  W.  WILLIAMS  (Methodist  Church  of  Australasia),  Yale  University, 
The  Divinity  School,  409  Prospect  Street,  New  Haven,  Conn.  06511,  USA. 

The  Rt.  Rev.  G.  0.  WILLIAMS,  Bishop  of  Bangor  (Church  in  Wales),  Ty'r  Esgob, 
Bangor,  Caernarvonshire,  N.  Wales,  Great  Britain. 

Prof.  J.  Rodman  WILLIAMS  (Presbyterian  Church,  USA),  Austin  Presbyterian 
Theological  Seminary,  100  East  27th  Street,  Austin,  Texas  78705,  USA. 

Prof.  Gustaf  F.  WINGREN  (Church  of  Sweden),  Vintergatan  2c,  Lund,  Sweden. 

*Prof.  Hans-Heinrich  WOLF  (Evangelical  Church  in  Germany:  United),  Abteilung 
fur  Evangelische  Theologie  der  Ruhr— Universitat  Bochum,  Postfach  2148, 

463  Bochum,  Germany. 

Aba  G.  Madhin  Y0HANNS  (Ethiopian  Orthodox  Church),  Box  No.  1283,  Addis  Ababa, 
Ethiopia. 

Prof.  Norman  YOUNG  (Methodist  Church  of  Australasia),  Queen's  College,  Park- 
ville  3053  Vic.,  Australia. 
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LIAISON  OFFICERS 


Dr.  Ivar  ASHEIM  (Lutheran  World  Federation),  150  route  de  Ferney,  1211 
Geneva  20,  Switzerland. 


Bishop  William  R.  CANNON  (World  Methodist  Council),  1307  Glenwood  Avenue, 
Raleigh,  N.C.  27605,  USA. 

Dean  Wilmer  A.  COOPER  (Friends  United  Meeting),  Earlham  School  of  Religion, 
Earlham  College,  Richmond,  Ind.  47374,  USA. 

Bishop  H.  G.  A.  GREGORIUS  (Oriental  Orthodox  Churches),  Bishop  of  Higher 
Studies,  Coptic  Culture  and  Scientific  Research,  Anba  Rueiss  Bid., 

Ramses  Avenue,  Abbassiya,  Cairo,  UAR. 


Fr.  Jerome  HAMER,  OP  (Roman  Catholic  Church),  Secretariat  for  Promoting 
Christian  Unity,  00120  Vatican  City,  Vatican. 

The  Rt.  Rev.  J.  W.  A.  HOWE  (Anglican  Communion),  21  Chester  Street,  London 
S.W.  1,  England. 

Dr.  Duke  K.  McCALL  (Baptist  World  Alliance),  Southern  Baptist  Theological 
Seminary,  2825  Lexington  Road,  Louisville,  Ky.  40206,  USA. 

Archimandrite  Damaskinos  PAPANDRE0U  (Ecumenical  Patriarchate  of  Constan- 
tinople), Fondation  Orthodoxe  du  Patriarcat  Oecumenique,  37  Avenue  de 
Chambesy,  1292  Chambesy-Geneve , Switzerland. 

Dr.  Roger  SHINN  (international  Congregational  Council),  Union  Theological 
Seminary,  Broadway  at  120th  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  10027,  USA. 

The  Rev.  Richmond  SMITH  (World  Alliance  of  Reformed  Churches),  150  route  de 
Ferney,  1211  Geneva  20,  Switzerland. 


RESEARCH  CONSULTANTS 

Prof.  J.-J.  von  ALLMEN  (Swiss  Protestant  Church  Federation),  140  rue  Evole, 
2000  Neuchatel,  Switzerlaind. 

Prof.  Paul  S.  MINEAR  (United  Church  of  Christ,  USA),  247  St.  Ronan  Street, 

New  Haven,  Conn.  06511,  USA. 

Prof.  Kristen  E.  SKYDSGAARD  (Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Denmark), 

St.  Kanni kestraede  11,  2 Copenhagen  K,  Denmark. 

Frere  Max  THURIAN  (Reformed  Church  of  France),  Communaute  de  Taize,  71  Taize 
(S.-et-L.),  France. 

Dr.  J.  A.  VAN  WYCK  (Dutch  Reformed  Church),  P.0.  Sovenga,  Transvaal,  Republic 
of  South  Africa. 
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